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DETAILED ACTION 

WITHDRAWN REJECTIONS 

1. The 35 U.S .C 103(a) rejection of Claims 1 - 3, 8 - 18, 20 - 24 and 48 - 53 as being 
unpatentable over Wang et al (U.S. Patent No. 5,935,880) in view of Anderson et al (U.S. Patent 
No. 6,3 1 5,864 B2), of record on page 2 of the previous Action, is withdrawn. 

NEW REJECTIONS 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing 
to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the 
invention. The phrase 'squeezing pressure' is indefinite as it is unclear what pressure is applied. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 1 - 3, 8 - 18, 20 - 24 and 48 - 53 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Wang et al (U.S. Patent No. 5,935,880) in view of Moore (U.S. Patent No. 
4,286,030) and Anderson et al (U.S. Patent No. 6,315,864 B2). 
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With regard to Claims 1-2, 10, 23 and 52 - 53, Wang et al disclose a nonwoven 
(column 3, lines 48 - 58) wet wipe product (column 3, lines 48 - 58) comprising a sheet member 
(paper towel; column 3, lines 48 - 58) pre - wetted with a wet wiping agent (column 8, lines 13 
- 24) and disposed in a fluid proof package (column 8, lines 13 - 24); the product comprises a 
nonwoven self supporting web (column 3 lines 59 - 67; column 4, lines 1 - 8; the web is cured, 
therefore self supporting) comprising thermoplastic fibers (synthetic fiber; column 4, lines 30 - 
41) comprising polyester (column 4, lines 30 - 3 1) in the amount of 20% by weight (column 4, 
lines 30 - 36) and absorbent fibers (the article is absorbent; column 3, line 5) which are strength 
providing (the fibrous fabric exhibits improved strength; column 7, lines 54 - 56); the nonwoven 
web is creped (column 7, lines 13-21), followed by curing (column 7, lines 29 - 34); Wang et 
al do not disclose that the curing of a resin is the heat setting of the resin, but Moore discloses 
that when a rein is cured, the resin heat sets (column 10, lines 22 - 28); the nonwoven web 
disclosed by Wang et al is therefore in a permanent creped heat set condition, therefore defining 
a succession of ridges and grooves in the overall body because it is creped; the wet wiping agent 
is disposed through the body of the web and its constituent fibers (the web is absorbent; column 
2, lines 59 - 60) and on the surface of the web (the web comprises surfactants, and is therefore 
adsorbent; column 4, lines 41 - 44); the web is in a volume - enhanced condition (the web 
comprises fluff and therefore comprises an additive that adds an air volume to the fiber volume; 
column 4, line 49). Wang et al fail to disclose a web that is microcreped. 

Anderson et al teach the microcreping of a web (column 13, lines 60 - 64) in the making 
of a wet wipe (column 13, lines 65 - 66) for the purpose of obtaining a web having increased 
softness (column 13, lines 60 - 64). One of ordinary skill in the art would therefore have 



Application/Control Number: 10/713,900 Page 4 

Art Unit: 1772 

recognized the advantage of providing for the microcreping of Anderson et al in Wang et al, 
which comprises a wet wipe, depending on the desired softness of the end product. 

It therefore would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
Applicant's invention was made to have provided for a microcreping in Wang et al in order to 
obtain a web having increased softness as taught by Anderson et al. 

With regard to Claim 3, the product disclosed by Wang et al is microcreped, as stated 
above, and therefore has a coarse distribution of ridge formations. 

With regard to Claim 1 1, the fibers of the nonwoven web of Wang et al comprise 
polyester (column 4, lines 30 - 41); the claimed aspect of the fibers comprising polyethylene 
terephthalate therefore reads on Wang et al. 

With regard to Claim 12, the thermoplastic fibers of Wang et al comprise polypropylene 
(column 4, lines 30 - 40). 

With regard to Claim 13, Wang et al discloses the use of polyethylene (column 2, lines 18 

- 22) as a thermoplastic fiber (column 2, lines 7-11). 

With regard to Claims 14 - 15, the absorbent fibers of Wang et al comprise natural 
cellulosic fibers (column 4, lines 13 - 29). 

With regard to Claims 8-9 and 16, Wang et al discloses the use of any upper limit of 
amount of thermoplastic fiber (the upper limit of the percentage is not critical; column 4, lines 33 

- 36); Wang et al therefore disclose a web in which all of the fibers are thermoplastic and a web 
in which 1/3 or 1/2 of the fibers are non - thermoplastic, therefore 2/3 or 1/2 are non - 
thermoplastic. 
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With regard to Claim 17, the absorbent fibers of Wang et al comprise rayon (column 4, 
lines 30 - 40). 

With regard to Claim 18, the fibers of Wang et al comprise polyester and wood pulp 
(column 4, lines 12-40). 

With regard to Claims 20 - 22, the wiping agent of Wang et al is aqueous and therefore 
comprises a paint solvent (column 8, lines 13 - 25). 

With regard to Claims 23 - 24, a plurality of the sheet members of Wang et al are 
stacked, therefore face - to - face, in a fluid tight container (water - tight package; column 8, 
lines 13-18). 

With regard to Claim 48, the fiber content of the nonwoven assemblage of Wang et al 
comprises at least 20% by weight thermoplastic fibers (30%; column 4, lines 30 - 32). 

With regard to Claims 49-53, the structural limitations of the claims fall within the 
limitations of Wang et al as discussed above. The method of microcreping is given little 
patentable weight. 

6. Claims 4 - 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable over Wang et al 
(U.S. Patent No. 5,935,880) in view of Moore (U.S. Patent No. 4,286,030) and Anderson et al 
(U.S. Patent No. 6,315,864 B2). 

Wang et al, Moore and Anderson et al disclose a wet wipe as discussed above. With 
regard to Claims 4-7, Wang et al, Moore and Anderson et al fail to disclose a wet wipe that 
comprises between 8 and 25 ridges per inch. However, Wang et al disclose at least one ridge in 
the web, because the web is creped (column 7, lines 13-21) and discloses that the web is creped 
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for the purpose of obtaining z direction - fiber orientation (z - fiber orientation; column 2, line 
67; column 3, line 1). Therefore, one of ordinary skill in the art would have recognized the utility 
of varying the ridges per inch to obtain a desired amount of fibers oriented in the z direction. 
Therefore, the amount of fibers oriented in the z direction would be readily determined through 
routine optimization of the number of ridges per inch by one having ordinary skill in the art 
depending on the desired end use of the product. It therefore would be obvious for one of 
ordinary skill in the art to vary the thickness in order to obtain a desired amount of fibers 
oriented in the z direction, since the amount of fibers oriented in the z direction would be readily 
determined through routine optimization by one having ordinary skill in the art depending on the 
desired end result as shown by Wang et al. With regard to the claimed aspect of the web having 
been coarsely dry creped, the structural limitations of the claims fall within the limitations of 
Wang et al as discussed above. The method of dry creping the web is given little patentable 
weight. 

7. Claim 19 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Wang et al (U.S. 
Patent No. 5,935,880) in view of Moore (U.S. Patent No. 4,286,030) and Anderson et al (U.S. 
Patent No. 6,3 15,864 B2) and further in view of Srinivasan et al (U.S. Patent No. 5,500,281). 

Wang et al, Moore and Anderson et al disclose a wet wipe product comprising a 
nonwoven web as discussed above. Wang et al, Moore and Anderson et al fail to disclose a wet 
wipe product which comprises a spunlaced web. 

Srinivasan et al teach that nonwoven webs are equivalent to spunlaced webs (column 13, 
lines 63 - 67; column 14, lines 1 - 3) in the making of a wipe product (column 13, lines 63 - 67; 
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column 14, lines 1 - 3) for the purpose of making a product which is medically safe (column 14, 
lines 10-18). The desirability of providing for a spunlaced web in Wang et al and Anderson et 
al, which is a wipe product, would therefore have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art. 

It would therefore have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art to have provided 
for a spunlaced web in Wang et al, Moore and Anderson et al in order to make a product which 
is medically safe as taught by Srinivasan et al. 

ANSWERS TO APPLICANT'S ARGUMENTS 
8. Applicant's amendments regarding the 35 U.S.C. 103(a) rejection of Claims 1 - 3, 8 - 18, 
20 - 24 and 48 - 53 as being unpatentable over Wang et al (U.S. Patent No. 5,935,880) in view 
of Anderson et al (U.S. Patent No. 6,315,864 B2), of record in the previous Action, have been 
considered and have been found to be persuasive. The rejection is therefore withdrawn. 

Applicant's arguments regarding the 35 U.S.C. 103(a) rejection of Claims 1-3,8-18, 
20 - 24 and 48 - 53 as being unpatentable over Wang et al (U.S. Patent No. 5,935,880) in view 
of Anderson et al (U.S. Patent No. 6,315,864 B2), of record in the previous Action, have been 
considered but have not been found to be persuasive for the reasons set forth below. 

Applicant argues, on page 14 of the remarks dated July 3, 2006, that Wang et al is a water 
- dispersible, rather than water enduring, structure. 

However, because Wang et al is a wet wipe, it is intended to comprise a volume of liquid, 
and is therefore water enduring, although it is also dispersible. 

Applicant also argues, on page 15, that Wang et al is not dry - creped. 
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However, Wang et al disclose creping following complete drying (column 6, lines 9 - 
1 1); it is unclear what step between drying and creping would lead to a 'wet' web. 

Applicant also argues, on page 18, that Wang et al do not disclose a requirement of 20% 
thermoplastic fibers. 

However, as stated above, 20% thermoplastic fibers is disclosed by Wang et al. 

9. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

10. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Marc A Patterson whose telephone number is 571-272-1497. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Mon - Fri 8:30 AM - 5:00 PM. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Harold Pyon can be reached on 571-272-1498. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Marc A. Patterson, PhD. 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 1772 



